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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed July 8, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that Willens does not disclose of the use of an on-line 
analytical processing system wherein a report is presented to a user. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. On page 1, lines 11-17, an on-line analytical processing system, 
or OLAP, is defined as being a system that "analyze the data from a number of different 
perspectives and support complex analyses against large input data sets". Based on 
this reasoning, the teachings of Willens discloses of a network access server contains 
user filters and sites for access that have been requested in the local cache that is used 
to obtain an access determination for user requests, see column 3, lines 18-23. It is 
further recited in the teachings of Willens that the network access server also handles 
monitored "kid" accounts as well as unrestricted "adult" adult accounts, see column 4, 
lines 46-57. The teachings of Willens demonstrate that multiple factors, or 
perspectives, such as child and adult accounts are used and that complex 
computations, such as filtering take place. Although the teachings of Willens do not 
specifically disclose the use of an OLAP, the functionality defined by the applicant's 
specification is anticipated by the teachings of Willens. Willens further recites of 
presenting the data, or report, to a user through a browser, or interface, see column 4, 
lines 58-62 and column 5, lines 9-21 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1,7, and 13 recite of a reporting system in the preamble and the bodies of 
the claims have been amended to include use of an on-line analytical processing 
system. It is unclear if the claims are directed towards a reporting system or an on-line 
analytical processing system. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1,7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Willens, U.S. Patent 5,889,958. 

As per claims 1,7, and 13, it is disclosed by Willens of a method, system, and 
processor readable medium comprising computer code for execution by a processor for 
implementing a security filter for regulating access to data associated with a network 
access server (reporting system/on-line analytical processing system)(col. 1 , lines 6-13; 
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col. 2, lines 50-61; col. 3, lines 16-20 & col. 9, lines 17-20). A user is enabled to submit 
a password and profile (user identification) for a user request to a network access 
server (reporting system) wherein the user is identified based on their user profile 
(identification input), and then data is retrieved in accordance with the user request if 
authorized (col. 3, lines 16-20 & col. 5, lines 9-21). The retrieved data is filtered based 
on a security filter associated with the user profile (identified user)(col. 5, lines 9-21 & 
col. 5, line 58 through col. 6 f line 5). The data (report) is presented to a user through a 
browser (user interface)(col. 4, lines 58-62 & col. 5, lines 9-21). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2-4,6,8-10,12,14-16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Willens, U.S. Patent 5,889,958 in view of Pennock et al, U.S. Patent 
6,484,168. 

As per claims 2-4,8-10, and 14-16, the teachings of Willens disclose of 
implementing a user security filter that filters requested data. The teachings of Willens 
fails to disclose that the security filter comprises a filter expression that specifies a 
subset of data in the database and has a top range and bottom range attribute that 
specifies the highest and lowest levels of analysis for applying the security filter. It is 



Application/Control Number: 09/883,509 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2131 

disclosed by Pennock et al of word filters (filter expression) that determine a subset of 
topics (data)(col. 2, lines 59-66). A frequency filter determines the upper (highest) and 
lower frequency ranges (levels) that apply to the filtering the database (col. 3, lines 22- 
25). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have been motivated to apply expressions and ranges that help in filtering 
content for desired specifications. The motivational benefit of applying expressions and 
ranges is disclosed by Pennock et al wherein the content retrieved from a database is 
greatly reduced and information that is either not related or is redundantly recited is 
removed (col. 3, lines 46-53). It is obvious that the teachings of Pennock et al would 
have improved the teachings of Willens by setting ranges and expressions that is to be 
applied to the security filter wherein it would act more efficiently to remove unrelated 
data or redundant data that a user is not authorized to view. 

As per claims 6,12, and 18, it is taught by Willens that the security filter varies by 
user and rules (fact element)(col. 5, lines 12-13 & col. 5, line 58 through col. 6, line 5). 

8. Claims 5,11, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Willens, U.S. Patent 5,889,958 in view of Reid et al, U.S. Patent 6,182,226. 

The teachings of Willens disclose of implementing security filter that filters 
requested data based upon a user profile. The teachings of Willens are silent in 
disclosing that the user is associated with a group of users and applying a group level 
security filter. In a teaching by Reid et al, it is disclosed of a (group level) security filter 
that is applied to a connection and grouping users that have the same rights (col. 5, 
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lines 14-24 & col. 6, lines 39-41). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated group users with 
similar profiles into the same category for applying security rules. Reid et al discusses 
motivation for applying the grouping of users by reciting that user's have the same rights 
and can allow roaming users to be grouped into regions (col. 5, lines 14-24). It is 
obvious that the teachings of Willens could have been altered in order to allow for the 
grouping of users to form a group level security filter so that user's with the same rights 
can be grouped together as is disclosed by Reid et al. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher A. Revak whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3794. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 6:30am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Christopher Revak 
Primary Examiner 





